summarised, came forward, hut the defence was able to
discredit them past recognition. Pat M'Keon was not a
good character : he had been in trouble, for small offences
as a lad ; he had married a wife, and, in order to avoid
supporting her, he had joined the Army, swearing a false
declaration that lie. was not married ; it was to avoid punish-
ment for this perjury that lie had probably come forward to
give evidence in the Barbuvilla rase, !;le said that his lie
about his marriage was perfectly honest and excusable, u as
he did not kiss the book."
** Can you tell as many lies as you like if you donH kiss
the book ? " asked Dr. BoycL " Yes, sir, you can," was the
answer. He also admitted that if he had taken the oath at
the Widow Fagan's he would have been quite willing to
assassinate people, and that he wan not in the least shocked
by the objects of the society,
The informer Hanlon, however, was not called by the
Crown at all, arid this fact was noted by Clarson.
Dr. Boyd opened the defence ; he poured scorn on the
pitiful evidence of the prosecution, collected so sedulously
after months of enquiry. Was thin the best that the Grown
could do even now? His defence wan a complete and cast-
iron. a Tippcrary alibi." He could prove not only the
absence of Robert Elliott in Oastlepollard on the tragic
Sunday, but he could also prove that young Put M'Kcon
was not in the places he said he was on that day, or on the
night of the 24th March, There had been no meeting and
no dance held at the Widow Kazan's on that night, and as
for Pat M'Kcon, he could prove that gentleman to have been
in Castlcpollard at that date and time, winder the influence
of drink,
Carson called a number of these witnesses : about a
dozen were called altogether to establish the " alibis " :
seven went to show there was no meeting at the Widow
Pagan's and three to establish an alibi at Oastlcpollard for
Elliott; the other two were called to prove that Pat M'Kcon
was elsewhere. The evidence of these witnesses at the first
trial is not very fully reported, but a cross-examination of
two witnesses in one of the later trials serves as an example